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paragraph, or pending amendment, provided I
bin demand is seconded. I

Thia rule was debated at some length, and
fijally laid upon the table. <

Mr. Lyon, of New York, stated that he had
y eaterday Vi ted for cormigniog to the Commit- <

tee of the Whole the Nebraska-Kansae bill, I
but that his name had been omitted in the re-

port. By general consent, the Jonrnal was or- <

dertd to be corrected. I

The H juee then reeolved itself into the Committeeof the Whole, and proceeded to consider
the Indian appropriation bill.

i
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The Pmm by Mary E. Hubfcell, on our

first page, needs to be read but onoo to be remcinleredalways.
FILES OF THE ERA FOE BALE.

As we Law been priming a large Fupply of
the Era since the commencement cf the Nebraskaexcitement, we can famish at very low
rates, for general circulation, files of the paper
from December 1, 1853, to April 1, 1854, a

j-eriod of four months, containing.
GoodelTe Series on the Legal Tenure of

Slavery;
Speech of Gerrit Smith on the Kofzta Correspondence;

Speech of Mr. Gildings on the Amistad
Claim ;

Address of the Independent Democratic
Members of Congress on the Nebraska Queai
tion
Speeches of Messrs. Chase, Seward, Sumner,and Douglas, upon the same question :

And our Editorials upon the same question,
amnunung k> mure man one ounnreu ooiumnr.

f We will supply them at 25 cents a single
t file, or at $1 for fivo files.

We doubt whether documents of so much
value, bo suitable for circulation at thi9 crisis,
oould be furnished at eo l> w a cost in any other

way.
"i "

BADOIH'8 AMENDXEST-SQUATTEfi SOVEB
EIGNTY.

Let cot the oppouents cf the Nebraska Hill
be deceived by the clamor raised by a |<ortion
of thv Southern press against Badger's amendment,or that of Douglas depriving Congress of
a revL^onary power over Territorial legislation,

k ft may serve to illustrate the wonderful zeal
and wgilanoe of oertain gentlemen ambitious
of notoriety, and to delude some Northern men

with ibe notion th.it these amendments are

». signal concessions to the North, bo valuable
* that they should disarm all opposition to the
BUI.
The fact is, they concede nothing to the

North, they tako nothing from the South.
With or without thcui. the B:ll is an outrage

(on good faith, a revei sal of the policy of the

country for the third of a century, a base bo
trayal of Northern interests, a profligate and

, ruinous concession to Slavery.
Messrs. Badger. Butler, and Mas .n, are too

cle&r-hcuded not to understand the true nature
and object of the B.ll, and they are not the
(men to proporc of tolerate any amendments
that would impair Its efficiency. The desiga of
it is, to repeal an act which discriminates so

far between Liberty and Slavery as to imply
national disapprobation of the latter; to open
the whole of the unorganized territory of the

a(Jnion to tho curoe of slave labor ; to secure to
slaveholders facilities for maintaining and aug-"

, minting their political ascendency; to est ah-
lish & Principle, in virtue of which all future
territorial acquisitions may inure to their s^e I
oial benefit; and to repeal the act on a ground
which will supersede and virtually annul what.
ever restriction in relation to Slavery may have

^
* been imposed by Congress in the Constitutions

of Oregon, Minnesota, Washington, and Texas
This design is completely covered by the Bill,
in its present shape. Badger's) amendment,
und tho absence of a provision seeming to Congressa reviBionary power over Territorial legisi
lotion, do not interfere with it. The Southern

' Senators, who exj iaincd their views yesterday,
held that his amendment was really nominal,
did not change, and wa» n^t intended to change,
the nature of the Bill. All concurred in repudiatingthe doctrine of " Squatter Sovereiga*a ty," or tho right of the People of a Territory

* > I to legislate as they please, anu in denying that
the Bill recognised or gave countenance to, any

j guch doctrine.
As we Fkid once before, what care the

tlaveho'ders for the old Slave Code cf Louisiana.uncertainand indefinite at the best-.
whether it l»e revived or not by the act of repeal,so lung as they bulwark their claims with

i the Constitution of the I'nited States* This
is tktir Slave Code, as they boast, and 80 loog

, I as tboy have the majority of the Judges of the
* Supreme Court on their side, and are masters
of the Administration that constitutes the
Territorial Courts, they can make good their
beaut. Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, frankly
expresses the opinion that ''the Territorial
Legislature will take no action on the subject
of Slavery, and will leave to American citizens
residing in the Territory, to act as they please
in regard to the introduction of t laves;" but
that ''should a question bo made as to the
freedvim of a slave, and he should demand his
freedom, on the ground that he was free under

«i S a Territorial Law, the answer of the master
would be, that he ktld ths slave as propetty
under a higher law ihan the enactment of a I'cr«j
ritonal Legislature.under the great, fundatiuntallate of llie country."
' " We conceive,"' says the South Side (Va )
Democrat, "that ha thirty-five Senators who
leccTdcd their 2 -uses in its favor (Badger's
amrAluient) cox:.mi: t^icmso^ves to th3 great
principle...that, by virtue if the Constitution,
every citizen of the Union has a right to rc.G3GVO tj any .J" its Tirritoxies, and carry nia

property viih bin?. and claim for it legal protection,whether that property bo {Arsons or

a thing?
" With the Dtm uaU we contend,'' says the

.Richmond (Va.) Enquirer, "that Slavery exists

j in the national territories ia virtue of the ConIetitution.'
TLe Washington Sentinel thinks the wise

men of the Senate knew what they were about,
and that Badger's amendment ought to dis,torb no Southern man's nerves.

"Under thp Coaftiaition," it says i: thore is
t a theoretical existence cf- Slavery ia all ticjquired territory.that is. any man can cany his

J slaves into it. This is the view cf the amrml"
ment in question. There is no need of revivingI the old French law. There is no power in
Congress to legislate in regard to it, either the
one way or the other. We presume no one

can pcrioutly believe thai Air. Badger's amendmentwill b&ve the effect of preventing a masterfrom carrying his slaves into Nebraska and
Kansas. The objection to it, in order to be
valid, mud show that it either abolishes Slaveryin that Territory, or inhibits its going
there, or that it interferes in some way against
it. To our rnir.d it has no such operation.
On the contrary, we regard it, taken in connectionwith the rest of the bill, as the meet
complete assertion that we can ocncoive of the
doctrine of non-intervention. If we had one

doabt or mfcgiving in regard to it, we should
instantly denounce it

'£.* " The right of the ma-tcr to carry Li* slave
within the Territory is just as complete wita
out the existence of the old French law as with
it Even if Senator Badger's amendment had
not been adopted, the master, in introducing
hie dave property within the Territory, would
not rely for its protection end security upon

*

mii
'

1..

*

.

the provisions of tbe old French law, but upon
the operative force of the Constitution. The old
French law affoqfs no protection to his prop- <

srty which tbe Cjnstitution itself does not give.
His rights are equal, and are the same with
or without that law. If thfe master relies upon
the local law for his right ho the labor and
service of hie elave, it may become a very seriousquestion whether, in the absence of consti-
tutional protection, tbe local authorities of the
Territories could not repeal or alter that law.
It is far better for tbe Southern master that
the right to the service of his slave should be
protected by the operation of the Constitution
than by tbe force of any local law."

In another part of the article from which
this extract is taken, the editor holds, that
M when we acquire territory, it comes instantlyunder the operation of the Constitution of
the United States ".that all laws inconsistent
with the Constitution aro immediately annulled.thatlaws prohibiting Slavery, being
thus inconsistent, become at once void.and
that laws recognising, and providing for, Slavery,being 4- consistent with the Constitution,
are protetttd fully and completely so long as

such territory remains in the condition of pupilage.''
The Richmond (Va.) Whig says, " We have

ever entertained the idea that the object of
this amendment was to lay any restriction upon
the introduction of slaves into the Nebraska
Territory.'k

" We care not," it continues, " whether the
bill revives or repeals the old French law, in
force prior to 1820, recognising or establishing
Slavery in that territory. Without a positive
restriction, such as that enacted under the MissouriCompromise, the introduction of slaves is
permitted in this Territory. The Constitution
of the United States will recognise its existence,
and that is all the South need ask for. Let
the prohibition be removed, and then Southern
cit;zeci6 can emigrate to the country wit 1 their
elaves. and take the chances of its admission
into the Union as slave or non-slaveholding
States. This privilego they hate a right to,
and in the absence of any-special prohibitory
enactment by Congress it is guarantied to

them by I ho Federal Constitution. Slaves are

recogniced as property by the Constitution, and
those holding them are as much entitled to
their possession in the pubiic territory as they
are to any other species of property."

These quotations show the prevailing opinionamong slaveholders. They will not hazard
a rulistautial gain for Slavery ujon a mere

abstraction. Let no opponent of the Bill hope
for its defeat through di&cnticns among them ;
and let not tbe Northern people be duped, by
this clamor against Badger's amendment, into
the notion that it is any concession to the

North. The extracts we have submitted cxoludeany such idea.
In view of these Pro-Slavery dogmas concerningtbe Constitution, universally maintainedby slaveholders, boldly proclaimed, pertinaciouslyurged, constantly acted upon by

them, the opponents of tbe Bill in the Senate

sought to obtain an expression of opinion in
favor of tbe right of the People of a Territory,
through their Territorial Legislature, to excludeSlavery. The Slaveholders openly deniedthe existence of any such right, .and their
cherished dogma, that the Constitution thccroticallyrecogni-es the existence of Slavery in
all Territory of the Union, .nd protects it
when actually existing there, involves necessarilytL« denial of any s jch right.
And vet they a'l arrayed themselves in sup-

port of the Bill, which professes to confer upon
the People of a Territory the right to form
their own institutions! Why? Because of
the qualifying clause, " subject to the Consti'u(umof the United States".a qualification with
very different meanings in the two sections of
the Union.being construed by tho slavcholding
supporters of tho Bill to exclude all Territorial
"legislation against Slavery, while by its Northernadvocates it is innocently a-ked, ' Has tho
Territorial Legislature the right to legislate
against tho Constitution of the United States 1"

Deliberately, through design, this Bill is investedwith two faces, so framed as to admit of
two interpretations; and the majority that
passed it through the Senate, knowing this to
be a fact, to a mau voted down an amendment
whichrwould have given it one face, one voice,
one meaning :.that amendment was, that underthe Constitution of the United Statep, to
which the leg:slation of the Territory was to
be subject, the Territorial Legislature would
have the right to exclude Slavery. The slaveholdersvoted against tbig. because they deny
such a right.the Northern supporters of the
Bill voted against it, leaving us in doubt wheth-
er they believe in the existence of such a right
or not; but the vote, as a whole, was a com-

pletc denial of its cx:stcnco. And yet, the
Northern advocates of the Bill are shameless
enough, in full view of this vote, to claim Northernsupport for the Bill, on the ground that it
recognises the right of the People of a Territory
to form their own institutions, and to exclude
Slavery. On this Lie, the supporters of the
Bill in tho Northern States rest their whole
argument.
THE NEBBASKA-KAKSAS BILL IN THE HOUSZ.

AN IMPORTANT VOjTK
Tim vote of vAKfcerdav. bv which the Ne-

;. r«.r".
-r

braska-k&nsas Bill wau referred to the Committeeof the Whole on the s ate of the Union,
is important, but not decisive. Mr. Itichardson,Chairman of the Committee on Territories,who assumod the management of the bill,
with more rashness than discretion, saw proper
to make the disposition of the measure a toet

question. If referred to the ^Committee on

Territories, he said, it could be reported back,
and, if a majority were in favor of it, after necessaryamendments, it would lie put upon its
passive. That is, the Committee on Territories.a majority of which is in favor of the bill,
might strike out the alien clause; at a momentpreconcerted, and when all the friends
of the measure should be prepared, report it
back to tha House; whon the very able and
vi^ljant 8[>eaker could assign the H -or to the
Chairmou if «aid Committee; by whom the

previous question Wv«.I4 l\o demanded; under
the operation of which, the would bo
brought to a direct vote upon the bill, witno*»£

opportunity for consideration or discussion.
This, Mr. Ilicbard(»OB insisced was the dis'position of the bill which a sincere desire for

its passago required.this was the policy of
its real friends.
The other paode proposed was, to refer it to

the Committee ci the Whole on the state of
the Union. That, Mr. Richardson declared,
would be " killing it by indirection, ft was
useless to disguise the fact; the NebraskaKansasbill already reported from the Committeeon Territories of the House, and referred
to iho Committee of tho Whole op the state
of the Union, was the twentieth on tho calcp
dar. Gentlemen need not pretend to him that
they wore favorable to the measure, when
they were willing to place it in a position
where it coaid pot bo reached again during
the sessi >n. The ettort so to refer the bill was

an endeavor to defeat it altogether.''
There can be no doubt that Mr. Richardson

gave utterance to the views of the great majorityof the determined supporters of the Bill,
and it is a fair inference that every one of the
ninety five members who voted with him
against the reference to the Committee of the
Whole on the state of the Union, not only is in
faver of its passage, and intends to vote for it,
bnt was willing to see it forced through the
House without allowing its opponents time tc

consider, discuss, or amend it.
|

: THE NATIO
Tbeir names are m follows : i

Nays.Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James <
C. Allen, Willis Allen, Asbe, Thos. H. Bayly,
Barksiale, Boooek, Boyee, Breckinridge, Brooks,
L'aruthers, Caekie, Chastain, Cburcbwell, Clark,
Clicgmao, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Jobn '

G. Davis, Dawson, Deot, Disney, Dowdell, Dun- I
bar, Elliott, English, Ewing, Faulkner, Flor-
eno$. Goode. Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, S. j
W. Harris. Wiley P. Harris, Hendrioks, Henn,
Hibbard, Hill, Houston, Ingersoll, G. W.Jones,
J. G. Jones," Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, 1

Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, MacJonald,
McDongall, McMullen, McNair, McQueen,
Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson,Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John
Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston,
Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddli, Robbin*,
Rogers, Ruin. Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower,Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wm. Smith,
Wm. R. Smith, Geo. W. Smyth, Frederick P.
Stanton, Vansant, Walsb, Warren. Daniel B.
Wright, H. B. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 95.
From the Slave States, 72, from the Free

States, 24. These twenty-four are.

Macdonald, of Maine. Olds, of Ohio.
Hibbard, of N. H. Disney, do.
Ikgersoll, of Conn. Shannon, do.
Walsh, of New York. J. G. Davis, of Ind.
Packer, of Pa. English, do.
Wright, do. Miller, do.
Kurtz, do. Hendricks, do.
Dawson, do. Allen, of Illinois.
McNair, do. Richardson, do.
Florence, do. Henn, of Iowa.
Robbiks, do. Latham, of California.
Clark, of Michigan. McDougall, do.

All, so-called Democrats.being 3 from New
England, 1 from New York, 7 from Pennsyl-
vania, 1 from Michigan, 3 from Ohio, 4 from
Indiana. 2 from Illinois. 1 from Iowa, 2 from
California.
From the vote given by these twenty-four

gentlemen, we under.-tand, and their constitu-
ents will understand, that thoy not only intend
to vote for the repeal of the Missouri Com-

promiee, but that they were anxious to aid
Mr Richardson in forcing through the Bill,
without opportunity beiDg allowed for free
discussion. Doubtless tbey have made up their
minds to meet the lull responsibility cf their
course of action, and are willing to submit it to

the judgment of their constituents.
Some seventeen or eighteen members from

the free States were abpent, or dodged a vote

on this question. These were.

Cumminu, of N. York. Drum, Pennsylvania.
Walker, do. Howe, do.
Rowk, do. D. Stuart, Michigan,
Tweed, do. Stratton, N. Jersey.
Df.an, do. Lindley, of Ohio.
McCulloch, of Pa. Sapp, do.
Bridges, do. Dunham, of Indiana.
Jones, do- Cook, of Iowa.
Some of these were unintentionally absent;

some, we fear, intentionally. Many friends of
Mr. Dean, a prominent " Soft" from New

York, would have been glad to see his vote recorded.
Thoso voting to refer the Bill to the Committeeof the Whole on the state of the Union,

were as follows:
Yeas.Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Barks, Bel-

cher, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Bliss,
Bugg, Camibell, Carpenter, Chamberlain,
Chandler, Chase, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom,
Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick,
Diok.nsjn, Eastman, Eddy, Edgertou, Ed-
mands, Ellison, Etheridge, Everh&rt, Farley,
Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble,
Giddings, Goodrich, Green. Grow, Aaron Harlan,Androw J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings,
Haven, Hicster, Hughes. Hunt, Johnson, Daniel
T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lane, Lilly, McCul-
loch, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall,
Meacham, Middlcswarth, Morgan, Morrison,
Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver.Parker, Peck, Peckh&m, Pennington, B.
Perkins, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie,
Thomas Ritcbey, Russell, Sabin. Sage, Sey-
mour, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Rich-
ard H. Stanton. Hestor L. Stevens. Straub, An-
drew Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor,
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, YTail, Wade.
Walbridge, Walley, Ehhu B. Wathburno,
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, T.
Wentworth, Westbrook, wheeler, Witte, and
Yates.110.
We said the vote on the referenoo was im-

portanfc, though not decisive.impoitant, as

showing how many and who were willing to
. n ii _n i 1. 1

support me r>ui m uu umarus, uuu ^ui n.

through in hot haste.not decisive, because
some voted to refer it to the Committee of the
Whole on the state of the Union, who could
not bo depended upon to voto against the Kill
on the question of its pas-age.
Of these, some may be willing to get rid of

the measure in such a way as not to subject
themselves to misconstruction and damage at

the hands of their political foes, while others
may desire to amend the Bill so that they can

vote for it consistently. That the great raajori-
ty of those voting f r this reference are unfriendlyto the Bill, there can be no doubt, and
the spirit, firmness, and discretion.<whieh they
exhibited in this preliminary struggle yestcrday,aro full of encouragement to tho friends
of justice and good faith.

But they must not relax their vigilance or

lay down their arms. The atrugglo has only
commenced. They have obtained an advantage.but not a triumph. A change of only
eight »otc£ would have thrown the day against
them. That a majority cf but fourteen could
bo found against a movement, designed to force
through without deliberation a measure of such

magnitude, and in opposition to which the
free States are almost unanimously arrayed,
must show them that any remissness on their
part may provo fatal. L,et thoin romerr.ber,
that some of the eight Southern men who on

thig occasion voted with the majority, from the
cODviction that to disturb the Missouri Com-
promise was, if not a violation of good faith,
at least pregnant with ultimate mischief to the
South, may yet be forced into a false position:
that of the eight Southern men who were absent,every one, if present, would probably have
voted ror referring the Bill to the Committee
on Territories; that Mr. Putting, speaking
in behalf of the " Hards " of New York, avowed
approbation of the general principles of the
UIll onil tKof kia in mnmni* Jfcil rafap.

ence to the Committee of the Whole on the
et&te of the Union was to amend it in its details,so as to bring it in strict conformity to
those principles. Add to these considerations,
that the Administration is now openly committedto the measure, openly pledged by its
" organ " to use all its power to insure its passagothrough Congress, and the people must
sew that nothing but the most urgent and po!teutial demount*atioqs of their opinion and
will can avert thig catastrophe,

HOW IT WILL WOBK.A GLAHCK AT THE
FUTUEE.

Let us suppooe that the anti alien clause of
the Nebraska Biil having boen fctricken out,
the measure has passed both Houses of Congress,received the sanction of the President,
and become a law.
Now, says the slaveholder, wo shall have

peace. There will be no more Congressional
intervention with Slavery. The vexed question
is excluded frtm the halls of representation.
There is an end of agitation.
A word on that point, says the Northern

man. Y'our cherished principle is Non-interventionby CorgrasB with the subject of Slavery.tothe States and to the Territories that

question is committed. VVe shall hold you to
this principle. To maintain it when its applicationsuits year convenience or interest, and
deny it when it may work to our benefit, will
not answer. There must be no discrimination.

> The principle, without qualification, you have
airbed aud established.we shall not permit

"*

»NAL ERA, WASHING
pou to qualify op limit its legitimate conse- yo*
juences. | Pn

First, then, we demand the repeal of the me
tct of Congress of 1801-2, by which the dei
slave code of Maryland was re-enaoted in this the
District. Slavery here rests upon that code: the
that code rests upon a special act of Congress: the
that act is intervention with the question of ow

Slavery, and the principle of Non-intervention wil
requires its repeal. This demand we shall No
continue to urge, and you shall have no peace it t
till it be complied with. On

Secondly. The Fugitive Slave Law of 1850
is a clear violation of the prinoiple. To the Sic
States and to the Territories you have referred ria
the entire question of Slavery; we now agree thi
in this reference. To say the least, the ques- Pfl
tion whether Congress has the power to legis- 001

late for the reclamation of fugitive slaves, is nac

just as doubtful as the question whether it has fre
the right to legislate for Territories. You
take the ground of strict construction in lik
the latter case; we take the same ground in voi

the former; and, as you have established the n"

principle that Congress ought not to intervene frc
in any form in regard to Slavery, we insist Co

upon its application in the repeal of the Fugi- Tc

tive Slave Law, a most odious act of Congres- on

sional intervention. Let the States and the ?hi

Territories regulate the matter of escaping P°
slaves for themselves. Are they not quite as

capable of acting wisely in the premises as et«

Congress ? How dare you array yourselves ***<

against Popular Sovereignty and State Rights? mi

You arc anxious to cxcludo agitation from the ga
Halls of Congress; but this cannot be done, be
so long as Congress shall persist in violating
the principle of Non-intervention, by usurping mi

the powers belonging to the States and the pr
Territories over the subject of fugitives from tei

Slavery. i w:

Thirdly. The law regulating the coastwise th
slave trade, prescribing the amount of tonnage mi

in the vessels engaged in transporting slaves in*
from one port to another of the United States, all
is a palpable violation of the Principle, and «lif
we shall give Congress no rest till it erase it po
from the Statute Bo <k. en

Fourthly. The Laws abolishing the foreign tat
Slave Trade, and making participation in that mi

traffic by American citizens, piracy, are in by
clear violation of the Principle. They inter- as

fere wantonly with the domestic institutions of
the South, impliedly question the humanity of an

the People of the South, unjustly discriminate th
between one kind of property and another, di<
fasten a stigma upon the slaveholding States, be
are repugnant to Popular Sovereignty and ve

State rights. The subject is one belonging bu

exclusively to the States and Territories, and id«
-1 1J 1- 1-ft. !iL 11 J 1

'
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ing to their own judgment. It is a fair pre- all

sumption that they understand best what their St
own dignity and welfare demand. Carry out fr<

your Principle of Non-intervention, and repeal it,
these obnoxious Laws. Let the State or Tor- pu
ritory decide for itself whether it will import
or exclude slaves. This the Principle of Noninterventionrequires.

Fifthly. As the subject of Slavery in the
Territories of the Union is excluded from Congross,we shall commence agitation among the ar

People, whom ycur act empowers to form and P°

regulate their institutions, in their own way. ^c

We are aware that by inserting the proviso, m

"subject to the Constitution of the United
States," you covertly intended to prevent them fr

from excluding Slavery. Bat there are two
sides to that question. The Northern men who
joined you in passing the Bill, held that the or

Proviso imposed no disability upon the inhabitantsof a Territory, in relation to Slavery, for ce

a law excluding it would not be repugnant to 80

the Constitution of the United States. That is c^'

just what we think. Wc, Northern People,
numbering some fourteen millions of freemen,
while you, Slaveholders, count not more than 80

three hundred thousand heads, hold that the ^

Fcdoral Constitution does not carry Slavery en

with it, or that yon have the right, in virtue of

it, to take your slaves into United States Terri- w

tory, or that the Territorial Legislatures will e,l

violate that instrument by excluding your
slaves. You told us that the Principle of Non- 8r

Intervention was established.that the People
of a Territory were to have the right to form <lt
and regulate their own institutions. Very ca

well.we take you at your word, and shall pro- in

ceed according to the only fair construction of in

the act, to labor for the exclusion of Slavery
from every foot of United States Territory. "

With a large and enterprising free population, *°

receiving an accession yearly of 6ome three or ^i

four hundred thousand Slavery hatfng people ^

from abroad, wo intend to take possession ot
the Territories, plant Free Labor in them, and ai

agitate till we succeed in establishing laws for
the perpetual prohibition oi Slavery. We shall J"

not limit our enterprise to the northern por- w

tions of euch Territories, but go below as well as

above the line of 36 deg. 30 min. Before the Dl

passage of this act. we felt somewhat restrain- in

ed by an implied understanding that the Ter- 111

ritory below 36 deg. 30 min. was to be t-urrenderedto slave labor; but this act releases us m

from any such restraint, by recognising the

right of the People everywhere to determine SI

and regulate their own institutions. The countrywest of Arkansas, a large portion of Texas, f°

and the-tract of land your Gadsd;n Treaty tr

proposes to buy at an enormous price, for dieunionpurposes, will all open a wide field for 10

Anti-Slavory agitation and free labor institu- "

tutions.
Your policy is, by this Princ:ple of Non-In- I'1

tervention, to extinguish agitation against Sla- C(

very, hem in and paralyze free labor institu- ®

tions, and extend the area and augment the °'

power of Slavery. We will show yoa that 01

Non-intervention has two sides to it. You ®

trample upon all compromises.no restraint 0

impoued by the wisdom of our Fathers on the ex- ^

tension of Slavery, will you regard.every ^

compact, by which, in consideration of oertain
concessions to Slavery, oertain advantages were fx
to be secured to Freedom, you have 6wept e.

away. We are thes released from all houo- bi
rary obligations; you force upon us a naked fa

struggle, hand to band, between Free Labor it
and Slave Labor, between Freedom and Sla- o

verv, between Northern Power and the Slave ii
I Power, and the eceneof that struggle is to be the t<

Territory of the United States. Wp take op tl
the gauntlet.look to yourselves.God defend ii
the right j . t;
We shrink not, say the Slaveholders. We f<

control the Administration, and the Administrationappoints the Governor, who can veto £
the will of any majority of the Territorial it
Legislature, less than two-thirds; also the e

judgew, who will have the right to decide on \

the constitutionality af jta acts. Agitate as ii
much as you please, you will Urst to over- r

oome the veto proragotive of our Governor; v

I and, should you succeed in this, baffle the vigil- t
anoe and anutuen qf pur Judges. And depend j
upon it, wc shall always ta^e caro to have t

Governors and Courts that vUl .cafry put our |
views of the Constitution. j
That is the game, is it ? replies our Northern «

friend. You bring back the agitation, then, t
from the Territories to the States, and concentrateit a* Washington. What yon mean, then, 1

by your Principle, is, tfon-pctervention by the t
Federal Legislature, not Non-interventii*i py 1
the Federal Executive, you intend to thruAt \
this Mavery Question into National politics, as }
a basis of Party, as % pond <4 union between J
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i and your allies, as a test of fitnoss for the ty
;sidency. As you will.here, too, we will Un
et you. Since you intend to fill the Presi- wa

joy with a man pledged to baffle the will of of

People of the Territories, to appoint for de|
m Governors and Judges who will prevent as

m from excluding Slavery, and forming their exj
n domestic institutions to Buit themselves, we tie

II intend just the contrary. We will go for ert

n-Intervention out and out. We will make an

.be issue of every election for the Presidency,
our banners v e will ins3ribe, Non Interven- tei

n by Congress or the Federal Executive with en

ivery in the Territories.election of Territo. sel

1 Governors and Judges by the People : or, if be
3 should not suit you, wo will seek to fill the tic

esidential Chair with a man pledged so to evi

istituto the Executive and Judicial depart- So
>nts of the Territories, as to allow full and fid
e coureo to the will of the People. * de
What say you, gentlemen ? How do you Po
e this exhibition of the workings of your fa- gr
rita Principle of Non-intervention T What a tic
serable delusion.that it will rolieve you esl
>m agitation! Turn this agitation out of Pa

ngress, and you have only aroused it in the nil
rritories; and your efforts to arrest it there, Sli

ly bring it back to Washington, to sb&ke ha
3 Federal Executive, and involve National Oi
litics. Oh
The truth is, Slavery and Demoor&cy are hit
jrna! antagonisms, and the attempt to har- wi

)nize them in one system, to equalize them, er

jst forever prove an abortion. What one foi
ins, the other loses.laws operating to the
nefit of one must damage the other. oa<

It is impossible in one system of Govern- th
;nt to pursue a policy which shall oqually w<

ornote tho interests of froe labor and the in- re

ests of slave labor : which shall carry for- ifi
ird, pari passu, the power and influence of a

e men who work for themselves, and the se

;n who make others work fjr them. The v0

jorporation of two elements so fundament- ^
ly opposite in nature, generating habits eo to
fferent, wants so variant, and demanding to
licies bo directly hostile to each other, must at

gender perpetual strife, dissension, and agi- w

tion. Each will be forever striving for the ve

istery, and the struggle oan be deoided only de
casting out one or the other. So long ta
the slaveholders insist upon making the a

jncral Government responsible for Slavery lei
d subservient to it, in its fundamental law-* N
e Constitution.in its statute lawB, in its ju- si(
cial decisions, in its diplomacy, there will m

, and there ought to he, political Anti Sla- de
ry agitation. They can have rest from ca

oh agitation, only by consenting that the Fi
;a of Liberty shall be supreme in the Fede- fi
1 Government, in all its Departments, in th

its action, and Slavery bo limited to the th
ates in which it exists, completely divorced ti<
)m the Federal Power, asking nothing from it*
and never seeking to use it for its sectional Ci
irpoees.

*
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PARTIES AND INTERESTS-THE PAST AND

IHE FUTURE. ^
th

When it became evident that the great ^
dy of slaveholding members of the Senate jji
id Houbc of Representatives intended to sup- [Q
rt the biil for the repeal of the Missouri
mpromise, it was hoped by Anti-Slavery .

en that there might be no exoeptions.
ware that oo-operation between the Northnand Southern sections of the old parties
id always been secured by the subservienoe ^
the former, that their union, as national

^
ganizations so called, had been maintained

^
r an express or tacit recognition of the aendencyof Slavery, and that for these roansthey presented the most formidable obstas
to an organization, in an efficient form, of DC

o sentiment of the North in favor of Free er

ibor and Free Institutions, they were not
®X

rry when they saw the bond of union in the
rhig and Democratic parties seriously threat- ^
ied by this repeal movement. While, there-
re, they honor the two Southern Senators
ho nobly opposed this movement, and the ^
ght Southern members of tho Houee who ^
ivo manifested their hostility to it, on the

ound, as we understand it, that it is against ^
>nor and good faith, they would have been
lite as well sutitfied, looking alone to politi- ^
d consequences, had the Southern delegation
both Houses presented an unbroken front
support of the Nebraska Bill. p
The North has been deluded too long with
ie illusion of Nationality. It has been taught ^
regard Parties founded upon geographical

sanctions as dangerous to the Union. Its
^higs and Democrats have denounced sectionism,sectional agitation, sectional questions,
id labored to build up and maintain National ^
arties, on the basis of National Interests;.a j.
ilicy certainly desirable and patriotic, but ^
h'ch thus far has never been accomplished.
bey have succeeded in constructing Parties, ^
itional in form, but sectional in fact.enroll- ^
g in their ranks Northern and Southern

en, but with the leadership always in the
inds of the latter.ostensibly aiming to pro ^
otc the general welfare, hut really tributary ^
the aggrandizement of tho Class Interest of ^
aver7> dl
Before the attempt to organize in a political w
rm the Anti Slavery Sentiment of the couny,this Interest pursued its object, steadily gj
et quietly. Its power was felt, not so much

^
its exercise as in its results. It was seen

tat it furnished our Presidents, obtained the

iccndency on the Supreme Bench, monopo- ^
zed the most important foreign appointments, ^
mtrolled the organization of the House of ^
eprcsentatives and tho Senate, bore sway in
ir National Political Conventions, dictated the ^
reed of Parties, and shaj ed the policy of the

u

Government, so as generally to pnhance its
wn power; but why this was so. in what way
lese results were accomplished, few took the
ouble to inquire, and Btill fewer understood. ^
Political Anti-Slavery men exhibited the fe

icts in their true light, and furnished the \e
xplanation. It was throvgh the old Parties, e;

lasting of iJinr Nationality, repudiating Sec- rl

onalism and Sectional issues, that this grasp- jt
ig, subtle Interest had obtained such oontrol [6
ver the Federal Government, and was seek- v
ig to establish perpetual ascendency. Pre- p
mding to be Naticn.al, and the great body of ](
heir adherents at the North sinoerely believ- s
jg that they were National, they were con q

rolled and managed by a Sectional Interest *

!>r Sectional purposes. fi
Political Anti-Slavery men, assailing this e

ectional Interest, endeavoring to unmask 5
ta policy, and to expose the uniform subeervi- ti

nco to it of the Whig and Democratic Parties, n

rere denounced as Sectional, foes to Normally,enemies cf the South, seeking to array one a

tortion of the country against another. This B
ras to be expected. They were confined to e

he Northern States, formed a very small ma- 1

ority, and the supporters of the Slave Interest, v

understanding the attachment of the American t

'eople to the idea cf Nationality, saw their 1

rdvjntage if they could succeed in fastening f
ipon their eppopegty the stigma of Sectional h

>igotry. ti
Nothing could be more false and unjust, n

iVe warred, not against Nationality, but Seo- o

ionality, hiding itself under its broad folds. F
-Ve warred, not against our country, but a Clam li
ntcrest. determined to rule its destinies. We il
yarred, not against the Union, but against an t

Aristocracy of Slaveholders, who by their uni-
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and crafty counsels, had perverted the c

ion from its original purposes. Our object f

e to rescue the Government from the hands t

a Sectional Interest, to divoroe it from its

grading alliance with Slavery, and make it,
it was intendod to be, the representative, the

ponent, the bulwark, the instrument of NanalInterests. Our motto was and is, 11 Liby
and Union," not "Slavery and Union".

d if this be not true Nationality, what is?
We saw that the supporters of the Class Investof Slavery acted with paramount referoeto that Interest. Let them call them-
ves Whigs or Democrats, the ordinary issues
tween the old parties were minor considera-
os to them. Their first demand from whatorParty they actod with, was, fidelity to
athern interests.a mere circumlocution, for
elity to the interests of Slavery. And the
mand was complied with, for what distinct
ditical Power existed, to make fidelity to the
eat National Interest of Freedom, a condinto its adhesion ? This odious Class Inter;had everything its own way. Should either
irty refuse its demand, there was no antagoiticPower elsewhere to fall back upon, and
very would give victory to the Party that;

,d not hesitated in i'.s oath of allegiance.
should any Public man rebel against this

th, what counter-Interest was there to save

m from political degradation ? The sceptre
is held by Southern slaveholders, andNorthdPoliticians must bow to their power, or

rfeit all hope of political preferment.
We determined to establish a counter-lntert.toorganise a Party of Freedom against
e Party of Slavery. Fourteen years has this
irk been going on, amidst obloquy and mispresentation.Its nucleus was formed in
140, when James G. Birney, (not long before
citizen of Alabama.) selected as the reprentativeof Freedom, received nine thousand
tea. Twelve years after, in 1852, it had
own to one hundred and fifty thousand, and
-day the ideas and feelings which gave birth
it are stronger end more prevalent than at

ly former period. Its growth has been
atched with anxiety by the Party of Slary,which has become more exacting in its
smands. Our action has tended to reveal its
ctics, and its action, now that it must confront
defiant opposition, is bolder and more turbuat.Not content as formerly with selecting ts
orthern instruments, without an open profesmof loyalty on their part, it requires subissionto odious tests as the condition preoentto its favor. What with the Truths incul

tedupon the Public Mind by the Party of
*a/Iam tha stvihiuA SlliiLf wu fiAtta nf f K aoa
idcuuui, auu iiuo obiimug uiuouawvuDvi vuvou

ruths furnished bj the Party of Slavery,
e People have been gradually awaking to
e real relations of Slavery to the old Parrs,to the use it has made of them, and to
irreconcilable enmity to true Nationality,

rcumstances or Providence has favored the
ivelopment, until this last and most flagrant
tempt of the Party of Slavery to use the
>wer of Northern political organizations for
e repeal of the Missouri Compromise, thereropening the whole of the Territory of the
aion to Slave Labor, and investing the Slave
terost with the attribute of Nationality.
The demand now is, not only acquiescence
this movement, but active support to it, ou

un cf being denounced and disfranchised, as

i Abolitionist. Northern Whigs refuse com-

iance, and are already branded; Northern
emocrate, who hesitate, are threatened with
e same doom. Southern Whigs in the Scne,with a single exception, are energetic eupirtersof the movement, and the leading 1
mthern Whig papers speak as if there were 1

> longer a Whig party at the North. South- 1

n Democrats in the Senate, with a single
:ception, have taxed all their energies to

rce it through Congress, and Southern Dem- 1

ratic presses agree in casting out from partyIlowehipevery Northern Democrat who dis-
nts from it.
Here, and now, we hold, it is the duty of
e North to meet the issue thrust upon it by
e Party of Slavery. Old parties are in fact
ssolved.old party questions have disappearI.thereis no Whig Party, there is no DcmraticParty. There is an organized Party
Slavery, grasping, defiant, desperate, des>tic,controlling the South, clutching at the

roat of the North. There is an organized
arty of Freedom at the North, the direct angonistof this, embodying the faith of Frec>min its creed, the policy of Frctd< in in its
mruA of nr>t.inn )>ut. n.« vot fommnndincr to.i

;tle of Northern strength to prove a match
r the power of Slavery.
Why Bhould not Northern voters, now that

>e issue between Slavery and Freedom is
reed upon them, rally with this Party, with
ie Independent Democracy, and once for all
ve these Slaveholders a lesson at the ballot>x,of what the Non-Slaveholding millions of
ie country can do, when oompellcd to the trial
their strength ?
It was because we thought this result im>rtantthat we almost regretted that Messrs.
ell and Houston in the Senate, and eight
outhern men in the House, have felt it their
jty to oppose the repeal movement, much as

e honor their heroism. Their position is calilatedto break the force of this odious proavcrydemonstration, in sundering old party
slations, and uniting Northern men in solid
tialanx as a Party of Freedom. It may lead
>me Northern Wh'gs and Democrats to cling
> the long-cherished idea of equal union in NaonalParties with Slaveholders. This Aris>cracyis blind, or it would see this, and recogise

in these exceptional members of its caste,
ie only mon who oan save its pretensions from
iter overthrow. v

Meantime, cur business is with Northern
ten, Western men, aye, and Southern men,
ho are sick of subservience to a Claaiterest,sick of the yoke of Slavery. The
iw Slaveholders who protest against this vioitionof the Missouri Compromise, are mere
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icepuuiui. me as m wuuic, is ucb^citelybent on repeal, and en subjugating to
s perpetual rule the Federal Government. It
with you to say whether they shall succeed.
Ve showed, the other day, that the Democratic
'arty, which had triumphed at the North, on

)gitimate issue?, in 1844, lost every Northern
tate but two in 1848, by committing itself to a

andidate whose sentiments on the Slavery issue
rere unacceptable to Northern men; that
rom being in a majority in 18J4, in the NorthrnStates, of ?5,000, it fell under a majority of
00,000 in 1848.a result demonstrating the
remendous strength of the Anti-Slavery Sentiaent.
We now call attention to a few more coniderations.The whole number of votes in the

Sectoral College is 296.149 a majority, being
nough to determine the Presidential queetion.
'he free States are entitled to 176 electoral
otes, or twenty-seven more than is necessary
o elect a President. A9 a matter of fact, Gen.
'aylor and General Pierce were elected to the
'residential Chair by Northern votes; that is,
tad every slaveholding State voted against
hem, they would still have been elected. The
text presidential oontest, the North and Weet
an dispense with the vote of Pennsylvania, or
iew Hampshire, lows, and New Jersey, or IIinoisand Indiana, and yetmake the President,
f it will. Tnis it ought to do, and it onght
o do it on the Slavery Issue.
S'avejy in the Stutoe where it exists, wo

lo not seek to disturb by Federal action.
Slaveholders know this; their talk about
ho assaults of Abolitionism on their domestic
nstitutions, is all for effeot. The issue they
broe upon the free Sta'ea is one of politioal
sower. They have used the Union and the
federal Government to advance the interests
ind power of Slavery; the free States rtvolt
it this prostitution of a Union formed to exlendthe blessings of Liberty, this perversion
>f a Government, in which they have an equal
igbt and interest. Their duty is, to redeem
ihe Government from the control of the slaveholders,and the Union from such prostitution,
should this repeal movement t-ucceed, tho free
States are again humbled, the slaveholders are

igain triumphant; the politioal power of the
former is weakened, that of the latter increased;and a Principle is established, which will
^ive impunity and encouragement to slavotioldingschemes of aggrandizement.
Here and now, then, tho Non-Slaveholders

should take their stand ; on this distinct issue,
the repeal of the Missouri Compromise, oonfront
the slaveholders and their adherents.the Parkyof Slavery.and determine, as they have the

power, to plaoo in the Presidential chair, in

1856, a man fully rcproseoting the doctrine, ol
a total divorce of the Federal Government from
Slavery.
This they oan do, and ought to do; and

they must do it, sooner or later, if they would
relieve themselves from the yoke of an overbearingAristocracy, humble its pretensions,
make Liberty supreme in the Natioual Councils.and save the Union from destruction.

" NO MATEHIAL INTEBEST AT STAKE.''
" I believe it is admitted that there is no

matrrial interest at stake."
Speech of Air. Everett on the Nebraska Bill.
The opponents of the Bill to repeal the MissouriCompromise differ from Mr. Everett

The material interest at stake " is free labor
the area of which, by the operation of this Bill,
is to be restricted.

Slave Labor is exhausting, and is always
seeking for virgin soil. The soil of Massaohu
setts is a bard one, and yet the average num

ber of its population to a rquare mile is 137
while the ratio in Alabama, with its fertile
soil and and genial climate, is 15 to a square
milo. And yet, according to the weekly Sen
tinel of that State, it lost by emigration, from
October last to February, a period of foui
months, an averago [of 500 every day, or a

total of 75,000 bouIs. It estimates the amount
of property carried out by those emigrants at

$78,670,000.
The Codsus shows that the course of emigrationvs not bo much from the North to the

South, as from the South to Northern and
Western territory. Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
Iowa, Missouri, have been settled largely by
Southern immigrants.

History shows that where the Territory has
not been exempted from Slavery by positive
Congressional enactment, there immigrants
have continued to hold their slaves, and have
built up Slavo-labor Institutions; and that
where there has been such euactment, they
have labored, although unsuccessfully, to break
it down, as was tho case in Ohio, Indiana, and
Illinois.

Missouri ranges for tho most part in the
same latitudes as these States. Its soil and
climate are like theirs. It was not exempted
from Slavery by Congressional enactment, a?

tbeywerc; and to-day, it his 90.000 slaves
while they have none, and only 700 000 white
people, while not one of them has loss than a

million, and Ohio, a smaller State, has twentytwohundred thousand!
By tho Missouri Compromise, Nebraska Territory,with an area large enough for a doeen

jueh Statos as Ohio, was exempted from Slavery,and for thirty-three years it has been supposedthat States, free and prosperous like Ohio,
were to spring out of it. Southern and Northernimmigrants, settling it, would bo placed or

an equal footing, enjoy equal rights, and participateequally in building up froe-labor insti-
tutions. No one doubts that such will be the
result, if the Missouri Compromise be left un

disturbed.
The Slaveholders, with Mr. Douglas, and s

few Northern Senators already disowned bj
their constituents, propose to repeal thij Com
promUe, and place Nebraska in liho seme con

dition, as it regards Slavery, as Miesouri wai

left in.without protection against the inroadi
of that syBtem. Under the operation of tfc<
policy tbat secured a free population to Ohio
Indiana, and Illinois, a free population woulc
have been secured to Nebraska. Under th<
operation of the policy tbat has given a slav<
population to Missouri, it will become peoplet
with slaves; for a large portion of it lies in thi
same latitude with Missouri, and is susceptibh
of the same kind of cultivation. And yet Mr
Everett coolly tells us that "it is admitte<
that there is no material interest at stake !'
Facts show that he and those who concur witl
him are mistaken, and that the Party of Sla
very is not lighting so desperately for a mor

abstraction.
Senator Butler, in a debate which took plac

in the Senate, last Monday, pointed out tin

way in which Slavery would gradually gaii
foothold in the Territory, should the Compro
mise be repealed; for to suffer It to stand, wag

in his judgment, to interpose an insuperabli
obstacle to its introduction. Explaining whj
he was willing, in thiB particular case, to dele
feate to the People of the Territory the right t<

govern themselves, he said.
" I will give these powers in this case be

cause it is prudent and proper. I will giv<
them to thoso who, understanding the grta
principle of American institutions, will impres
it upon the statutes of the Territory, until i
shall assume such a position as will enable i
to ccnic into the union as an equal Mate; on
I am not going to deal so with all other Terri
tories. I will deal so with this, became, if yox
will alitw me to say so, I knew that Kentucky
Missouri, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, and
in part, South Carolina, have mingled thei\
judgments in the population of Missouri; am

that will be a judgment which is likely to prevat
in the laws oj then Territories. Sir, the mm
gled opinions of the cilixens living in and be
yond Missouri will carry cut that judgment it
the Territorial laws of these Territories, and
believe they will be just. There are a grea
many from the North who will go into thee
Territories. I have seen some of them ; the>
are men who are capable, before leaving homt
of lifting themselves above the prejudices whici
prevail there ; or who have left home with
view to take a fair position in reference to tki
matter"

Which, being interpreted, mejns, that Sen
tor Butler votes to give these people the righ
to govern themselves, with an important quali
fication, simply and solely because the settler
there, being composed of Kentuckians, Care
linians, Miseourians, and Northern immi
grants free from prejudice against Slavery
will tolerate that system, and protect it b;
their laws.

Here are some speculations, also, from th
St. Louis (Mo.) Republican, a Whig jonrna
showing how much influence the advocates <

Slavery attach to the "material interest s

stajce:"
" If Nebraska be made a free Territory, the

will Missouri be surrounded on three sides b
free territory, where there will always be me
and means to assist in the escape of our slavesIllinoisacross the Mississippi, Iowa on th
north, and Nebraska, with no river interveninj
on the west. In this condition of things, wit
the cm ssarice of the Abolitionists around ui
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' and the facilities to osoape ho enlarged. th i
species of property would bcoorae im-eeure
not valueless, in Missouri." «

Again :

"Inanother aspect, the organization of th» I .Territory is important to the citienn (,f \| t" H1souri.probably more important to them th- H '
to any others. There are hundreds and then I *

sands of farmers, and others, in this State ^ Ihare looked forward impatiently to the t;-.H '
when they could move with their Tropcrtyin Iand make selections and entries of land in t H1Territory. They entertain a favorable opinU I }of the country, and they will expect t. |.e r?. Hmittcd to enter it with their property of eon I 1

kind, and occupy such portions us may be 1*' I ^

gaily acquired. Shall they bo denied th* I Iright? Shall they be compelled to remain r H
IVlissouri, and the General Government fho/jto them the piivilcge of removing w B&
because they hold a certain species of prop*.^ MTa
U this equality of rights as proclaimed iru^, BjGovernment? Can this be the cond.;,B l,

'*

things to which the people of Missouri de- r» K ]they shall be reduced ? ' B
The Charlceton Cornier of the 1Mb ult I

no doubt that the tobacco planters, the r >& K
tions being removed, will toon tind tl ^ vtjy B '

into the Territory. K
" Do the exceptants to Senator H itier'i I

course ever ask themselves what they* [j Ihave gained, if the Nebraska and K.-.n-uai, I
i bad passed without the removal or nMiti a Iof the Missouri lire, to which those region I.
I have been expressly subjected by the log.,., I)tion and Compromise of 1*20? The ra^t Iwould undoubtedly have been the surrender of Ithose Territories to the Free-S..iUrs Alt hi ,gh I

we hold it clear that the Missouri restrictionis unconstitutional, there arc a large ni.mbcr gwho think otherwise, and nothing thtrttf its fl
abolition or removal will have the t-'fi. »-t (,| H
openirg those Territories to slaveholders* H

" We have reason to believe, from relithfe H
authority, that, without this measure, a tot I *

slaveholding population would at once ccicpy Ithose Territories, aud the slaveholders nit I
tl.ere would have to recede.nay, to give way I
to an emigrant horde of lied Republican- in I
principle, if not in national origin, fuli <,f the I
deadliest hostility to Slavery. But. rem ve tht H
Missouri line and restri st-ous, ar.d Kansas. we I
arc well assured, will be settled by tola,.,,. I
planters, for the production of which s'ifle I
the 6oil and climate arc said to be well adap.t. I ;

tt.nr? X'oVrftvlt ti will \m! trL

. its social character, and political conqhx E

. and local institution", from Missouri, en which
' it borders.
5 " If Senator Butler had deserted his South>ern associates, ho may have contributed tu I
. defeat the bill ; but he would have a-huuwd I

the responsibility of dividing the now united
South, and would have achieved, for his cnastituentsand the South, 'an Irishman'^ gain- I

' he would have gained a loss.
; " The bill, reduced to its true character,and I

freed from all sophistical confusion, and e.-j*.
cially from the glosses of men of extrecr
views, on either side, is nothing more than ^
Territorial bills, under the Constitution cf th;
United States, extcpt that it removes duibttj
declaratory legislation, by impliedly, if Not I
pressly, asserting the supremacy ol the Condi.
tution over the uuconstiutional Missouri Coo- V
promise and restriction of 1820." I

In 1845, the number of slaveholders in Ken- I
tucky was thirty-one thousand and a fraction V
the number of slaves one hundred an J ninety I
thousand, showing an average of about six B
slaves to each slaveholder. Taking this as a

fair ratio for Missouri, whoso slave p julation
is now ninety thousand, more or lw, there are

not quite sixtecu thousand slaveholders n that

State, the entire white population of which is
about seven hundred thousand. The great
majority of this population may bo co eidertJ
adverse to Slavery. Its interests are unfavorablyaffected by it.it would rejoice to sou the I
State freed from the curse. And yet, sixteen
thousand slaveholders dictate public sentiment
and control the destinies of the State. Kren
Delaware, with a white population of wesotyfivethousand, and containing but two thousand
slaves, is so far the vat-sal cf the Slave Interest
that it cannot relieve itself from the burden
and rise to the dignity cf a free State.
What is the lesson from these facts ? Throw

open Nebraska to Slavery, and let but one or

two thousand tubacco-plan'ers and htuic
growers, with their slaves, gain foothold in the

Territory, ar.d it will require more effort than
non-slaveholders have been in the habit of m»

king in such cases, to prevent them from sutjugatingit to slavebolJing institutions.

L THE PP.E8IDENT AND MR CLEMEN3

r Wo publish iri another column a lett. r Inn

Fx Senator Clemens to Mr. Davis, *f Hunts

-J ville, Mat an, a. in relation to 1M hWMi

' Bill. He holds that the Compromise «>i 1«.

i applied alone to the Territory a<q iix 1 frmi

3) France; that the proposition to extend th>

, Compromise in 1850 to the Teriito»ii s acqnirel
I from Mexico, was a proposition for a nea' of

3 tract, to which the North " nt'ght agrte n <1..J
3 agree without any breach of faith: that i:

1 the legihlatii n of 1850 did in poii.tof t -:

3 persedc ti e legislation of 1820, then the ir.s r

3 tion "of such a proviso in the bill. wis f t

. only unnecessary, tut mischievous ' if it M
1 not, "then the bill ought not to [ass. becau#
1 it boars a falsehood on its face."' Hisojici n

» evidently is, that it did not so sujcrx le it.

But, the material portion of the Latter re

e lutes to the position assigned to the Vrwdcft
of the United Sta'ea on this question. MrCIea 2

B ens. after remarking that " the Bill of Mr I' -V I
0 las is supported on the axnwed ground that I
1 the People of a Territory, whilo it remain" * I
* Territory, may regulate the subject of Slavery I
f for thcrut.elvc8," which he characterizes as "» i"
3 dangerous doctrinr. und one which as effect:.- I
' ally excludes us from the Territories, as tl.'
* Wilmot Proviso itself," makes the following in- I
* portant statement:

u Let me adil, that suih is the opinion nw
entertumed by the President of tht Unit" I

8 State* himself. liut a few days ir,ce. tn I
' versat'On with a Northern Senator and mytlj
® he gave it as hi* decided opinion, that I
* las's bill was 4 a proposition in favor if
' domf oi.d u det'. that if it shun < - « |* we might absorb the whole of AUxico. not an- I

other slave Stute would ever come into the Uni""
I JJ«* i»i I c,. nt lk« nniMlWI I

*IV tAjatrcovi Nllj'I.DO «- r r

|» it met with from the North, and cqu.u mrpri*
'» that the South should be wiling to take it
r 1 agieed with him fully, and could not help f®'
* curring to the stratagem by which the Greek-1

effected the destruction of Troy."
We quote the passage a? we find it print* i

in the Nashville Banner. It will bo ob.-erft'
' that beside the general statement attribute
1 to the President, one sentiment is given by Mf
® Clemen*, in the President's own word-* * »

. that the bill was a proposition m favor
'

k freedom.»
0 It is easy to see that such a statement *»

4 this, emanating from a distinguished Sootfeef
man, known to be friendly to the Presid®1

t and a supporter of his Administration. rcu*

awaken distrust of the bill among Southern
b moo, and diminish tho chances of it* pa*^

And what must they think of a Prefect
whom they have been accustomed to rogari

r
M committed entirely to their peculiar :n'er

ests, when they sea him using all his itliof0'*
for the passage of a measure which he c'-'c"

c eiders "in favor offreedomand under which

^ in his judgment, if it become a law

>f other slave Stale vould ever ccme into **

* Vtfmt"
The result is, the President of the Ir,;

Q States is obliged to lay aside the dignity o> h'y
office, and call upon Mr. Clemens to repair

n mischief ccoasioned by that unfortunate ht|f*
~ The ax-SenaW>r is too amiable not to resp n

bat too honest to take baok » single w°rJ '

h liM said. We give the response as we 9mI

b, in the Union, which says that it ' places


